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EuskBES to PHILETUS. 
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TS — 
On Baptiſm. 

Congratulate you, Philetus, on the deliverance which a 
1 good God has lately granted to the dear companion of 

your life, and the addition he has made to her joys and 
your own in the child he has graciouſly given you. May 
you be long happy in one another and in your offspring, and 
be enabled to make the proper acknowledgment and improve- 
ment of this and every other mercy! You will, I truſt, con- 
ſider this gracious and ſeaſonable appearance of divine provi- 
dence as an additional obligation to yield yourſelf unto God, 
and employ every talent with encreaſing diligence, in his 
ſervice. And, being the Lord's yourſelf, you cannot but be 
deſirous that your little- one may be his likewiſe. 

Take the firſt opportunity of preſenting it to God, and of 
aſking for it, in the name of Jeſus, the bleſſings of his cove- 
nant. The infant-ſeed of his people were, by his appoint- 
ment, in very early ages of the church, taken into covenant 
with God, together with their parents. You may look back 
with great pleaſure in this view upon ſuch promiſes as that 
which he made to his ſervant Noah, I will eftabliſh my 
« covenant with you, and with your ſeed after you.” And 
that to Abraham, I will eſtabliſh my covenant between me 
cc and thee, and thy ſeed after thee in Meir generations, for 
<« an everlaſting covenant, to be a God to thee, and to thy 
cc ſeed after thee.” He ordered circumciſion as an external 
token of this his covenant- favour. Every man- child among 
cc you ſhall be circumciſed, and it ſhall be a token of the cove- 
& nant between me and thee.” 

The privileges of this covenant were indeed more immedi- 
ately appropriated to the ſeed of Abraham. But it appears, 
both from ſacred and uninſpired writers, that proſelytes from 
beatheniſm, upon ſubmitting to this rite, and being baptized, 
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were admitted to a part with them, if they brought the ſacri- 
fices appointed. The cuſtom of baptizing theſe proſelytes 
| continued in the church until the time of our Saviour. And 
as thoſe of their children that were born before the converſion | 


of their parents were baptized with them, the apoſtles would 
very naturally conclude that their divine Maſter meant to in- 
clude them in his commiſſion to diſciple all nations, | 
baptizing them in the name of the Father, Son, and Holy 
Ghoſt. And the rather, as they had ſeen him receiving 
little children with the utmoſt tenderneſs and affection; | 
like the good Shepherd gathering theſe lambs in his | 
arms, and carrying them in his boſom; and had heard him F 
recommending to his followers the like condeſcenſion and 
good-will towards them. If they had been commanded to ad. 
circumciſe all nations, there can be no doubt but they would 

have circumciſed children, becauſe they had been uſually ad- 

mitted to that rite before ; and why not baptize them for the | 
ſame reaſon ? There could be no jmpropriety in applying | 

| this ſeal or token of God's covenant to children, as that | 


— on or eng tes —_— 


2 2 — —  . — * 


which Paul calls a ſeal of the righteouſneſs of faith, had been 

applied to them by divine appointment ever ſince the days of 

| Abraham ; eſpecially as baptiſm is, according to Paul's repre- 

| ſentation of it in his epiſtle to the chriſtians at Coloſſe, 

(chap. ii. ver. 11, 12.) the circumciſion of Chriſt, or the 

chriſtian circumciſion. The covenant of God with believers | 
* 


has been the ſame in all ages; and we have ſurely good reaſon 
to hope that he will be a God to them and to their ſeed, in as 
extenſive a ſenſe now as he was before the eſtabliſhment of 
chriſtianity. Indeed Peter expreſs:y aſſured the chriſtian con- 
verts in his day, that the promiſe was to them and to their 
children. While they continued in infidelity themſelves their 
children were unclean, and could not be admitted to an ordi- 
nance which neceſſarily ſuppoſes that thoſe parents are chriſ- I 
tians themſelves who dedicate their children to God in it. 
Yet, upon their converſion, their children were holy, ſo far 
as to have a right to that ordinance by which they were intro- 
duced among the followers of the holy Jeſus. This ſeems 
the moſt natural interpretation of thoſe words of Paul, 1 Cer. 
vii. 14+ His reaſoning is to the ſame purpole in Rom. xi. 16. 
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If the root be holy ſo are the branches.” And the apoſtles firſt 


appointed to adminiſter the ordinances of the goſpel, ſeem to 
have acted upon this maxim in baptizing whole houſholds, in 
which it is the more probable that the children were included, 
as no mention is made of their baptizing adult perſons, whole 
parents were chriſtians, in all the New-Teſtament, though 
it contains the hiſtory of about threeſcore years after the time 
of our Saviour. Hence truſt you will think it highly reaſon- 
able and becoming to dedicate your child to the Lord in the 
ordinance of baptiſm ; and the rather as you cannot but be 
ſenſible that ſuch a ſolemn tranſaction may and ought to be 
improved to very valuable purpoſes. For though it avail not 
to the putting-away the filth of the fleſh, or the renovation 
of the heart, it may tend I hope to animate your prayers to 
God for your offspring, that you have thus committed and 
conſecrated it to him, and engage you to leave it chearfully 


with him, and to the wiſe diſpoſals of his providence. You 


hereby likewiſe lay yourſelf? under very ſolemn obligations to 
train it up in the nurture and admonition of the Lord: And 
not only may, but ought, to improve the remembrance of this 
religious tranſaction as an argument with your offspring, in 
future years, to walk in newneſs of life, and to confirm their 
baptiſmal engagements by devoting themſelves faithfully and 
entirely to the Lord; having been thus given up to him in 
early life by thoſe who were moſt affectionately concerned for 
their ſpiritual and eternal good. 
The uſe of water in this ordinance, compared with ſeveral 
repreſentations of its nature and deſign in the word of God, 
naturally leads us to conſider it as an emblem and memento 
of that internal and ſpiritual purity which is eſſential to the 
chriſtian character. For my part, I lay no great ſtreſs upon 
the mode in which it is adminiſtred, becauſe I apprehend that 
the great Head of the chriſtian church never intended that his 
diſciples ſhould. Yet I cannot but prefer the manner of ap- 
plying water to the ſubject by ſprinkling or pouring. If ever 
the Immerſion of the whole body was uſed in the caft, it 
would, in many circuraſtances, be burdenſom and hazardous 
both to ſubjects and miniſters in theſe northern climates ; nay, 
according to the ſenſe and uſage of our country and times, it 
_ appears 
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appears rather an indecency. And we well know that Jeſug 
himſelf always preſerved the ſtricteſt decorum, made candid 
conceſſions, in matters of indifference, to the cuſtoms of the 
people among whom he lived ; and always diſcovered and 
recommended the tendereſt regard to the lives and health of 
all men. 

I mention theſe as reaſons for our diſpenſing with the im- 
merſion of the body, ſuppoling that to have been the prevail- 
ing cuſtom in Judea, in the firſt ages of chriſtianity, But 
many things urged to prove the antiquity and divine authority 
of that mode of baptizing appear to me utterly inconcluſive. 
There is no more reaſon for ſuppoſing that the Eunuch, for 
inſtance, went with Philip into the water, than that our 
Saviour went into the mountain that he might from thence 
teach the multitude, -The word is (lige) the ſame in both 
places, There and in many other paſſages nothing more 
could be meant by it than unto. As when our Lord ſays, 
(Matt. xv. 24.) J am not ſent but ( 46) unto the loſt ſheep of 
the houſe of Iſrael ;” and (chap. xvii.'17.) ** bring him hither 
to me (ie) & c. &c,” But {till more defeCtive is the proof from 
thence of the Eunuch's being immerſed in it, They were 
obliged to go down to the water-ſide that he might be baptized 


by ſprinkling or pouring water upon him, unleſs they had been 


provided with a proper veſſel for bringing up the water from the 
river; and their return from the river-ſide is naturally enough 
expreſſed by ſaying they came up from the water. It is ſaid in- 
deed, (Matt. iii. 6.) that many were baptized by John () in 
Jordan. But muſt we conclude from thence that they were im- 
merſed in it? Within a few verſes of that Jeſus ſpeaks of baptiz- 


ing (er) with the Holy Ghoſt and with fire ſo we tranſlate it; ; 


and ſhould never think of rendering i it in the Holy Ghoſt and 
in fire, though the Greek particle is the ſame i in both places. 
Beſides, more were baptized by the Apaſtles in 2 day than I 
ſhould think, could have been baptized in that time by immer. 
fon; and many more than we can ſuppoſe provided with change 
of raiment: and it is highly incredible that they ſhould immerſe 
them naked, eſpecially as the multitudes of theſe firſt conyerts 
conſiſted, it is expteſsly ſaid, both of men and women. It is 


highly probable that the Jaylor and his family were baptized 


1 


in bis houſe by night, where it is not to be thought that he 


had any place convenient for dipping, Indeed there ſeems 
to be frequent alluſions, in the ſacred ſcriptures, to the cuſ- 
tom of ſprinkling or pouring of water in baptiſm ; particularly 
in that expreſſion of Jeſus which I mentioned before, & bap- 
tizing with the Holy Ghoſt and with fire ;” and that in the 
epiſtle to the Hebrews, (chap, x. 22.) In which chriſtians 
are ſpoken of as having the heart ſprinkled from an evil con- 
ſcience, namely, by thoſe influences of God's holy Spirit, of 
which water, thus uſed in baptiſm, is a ſtriking emblem. 
This Spirit is expreſsly promiſed as one of the great bleſſings of 
the Goſpel-covenant in the ſame en „He (that is, the 
Meſſiah) ſhall ſprinkle many nations;“ and again, I will 
ſprinkle clean water upon you, and ye ſhall be clean.“ It is 
very certain that thoſe Jewiſh waſhings were uſually performed 
by ſprinkling, which the writer to the Hebrews calls baptiſms. 
Hence the ſeventy-two Greek tranſlators of the Old Teſtament 
render that paſſage in which the deſcent of the dew upon 

| Nebuchadnezzar is ſpoken of, he was baptized (it is in our 
verſion he was wet) with the dew of heaven.” Thus the 
Iſraelites were baptized in the cloud and in the fea, when the 
former diſtilled drops of rain upon them, and the waves of 
the latter, agitated by the winds, ſprinkled them in their paſ- 
fage through it. And indeed the common expreſſion of bap- 
tizing with water more naturally leads us to think of applying 
water to the body than the body to the water. But it is not 
my deſign to recite all the ſeveral arguments that have been 
urged in vindication of infant-baptiſm, or this mode of ad- 
miniftring it. Much time has been ſpent in the controverſy 
that might have been employed to far better purpoſes, and on 
ſubjects of much greater importance to the intereſt of religion, 
and the chriſtian cauſe. Let your great concern be to approve 
yourſelf to God and your own conſcience ; and from a prin- 
ciple of love and ſubjection to the ſupreme Head of the chriſ- 
tian church, and the tendereſt and moſt faithful concern for 
your dear little-one, take the firſt opportunity to commit it to 
the ſpecial care of an indulgent providence, and the rent wing 
influences of divine grace; deſirous, above all things, that it 
may be intereſted in Chriſt and devoted to him; that it may be 
kis 
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his now, and his for ever. You will, I hope, likewiſe re- 
member the obligations you are under, having thus given it 
up to the Lord, to watch over it with tenderneſs and care, 


to inſtruct it, as ſoon as it appears capable of inſtruction, in 
the things that concern its uſefulneſs here and happineſs here- 


after, Give line upon line, and precept upon precept ; and 
inforce every recommendation of virtue and piety by a ſteady 
adherence to the rules of both in your own converſation and 
behaviour. 


Give me leave to recommend to your frequent and atten- 


tive peruſal the Sermons of the late pious and learned 


Dr. Doddridge on the religious education of children, which 


contain many ſerious and pertinent advices upon this head. 
I wiſh you may always feel the weight of thoſe arguments by 


which the excellent author has urged upon parents the ſeveral 


important duties of a religious education, and have wiſdom 
and reſolution to perform them. You may reaſonably hope 
to find your own account in ſuch a pious care of your offspring, 
and will be therein performing a ſervice greatly necded, and 
of the utmoſt importance both to the riſing generation and to 
the church of CnzisT. 
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I am, &c. 
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1 PRHRILETUS to Eus ERBE S. 


HoxouRED SIR, 


OUR kind congratulation on the happy deliverance 
£ which a good God has lately granted to my dear eom- 
panion in life, and the pleaſing addicion he has made to our 
-mutual.joys, I receive as a freſh token of your paternal af- 
fection; and your earneſt concern that I may be enabled to 
make a proper acknowledgment and improvement of this and 
every other mercy, as additional obligations to yield myſelf 
unto God, and employ every talent with increaſing diligence 
in his ſervice, alſo diſcovers that pious ſpirit and temper I 
always found in you. I cannot forget, as it pleaſed God to 
bleſs with deep and laſting impreſſions your early and conſtant 
tenderneſs and care—your fervent prayers that were often 
watered with flowing tears, and unwearied inſtructions in the 
things that concerned my uſefulneſs here and happineſs here- 
aſter—your giving me line upon line, and precept upon pre- 
cept, and enforcing every recommendation of virtue and 
piety, by a ſteady adherance to the rules of both, in your 
own ſhining and exemplary converſation and behaviour, but 
muſt eſteem a religious education as one of the greateſt exter- 
nal priviledges, and believe thoſe who enjoy it, under a divine 
blefling, have much the advantage of others. 

Now, Sir, as I find the bowels of a parent moſt affection- 
ately concerned for the ſpiritual and eternal good of my dear 
babe, I have taken the firſt opportunity to commit and dedi- 
cate it to God in my moſt ſolemn addreſſes, earneſtly aſking 
for it, in the name of Jeſus, the bleſſings of his covenant— 
that, above all things, it may be intereſted in and devoted 
to him—that it may be his now and his for ever. This I 
hope will be my conſtant concern, as I look on myſelf under 
very ſolemn obligations to watch over it with tenderneſs and 
care, and, as ſoon as poſſible, inſtruct and train it up in the 
nurture 
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nurture and admonition of the Lord. I verily believed, till 
lately, it was highly reaſonable and becoming for parents to 
dedicate their infants to the Lord in the ordinance of bap- 
tiſm, and that it was a great priviledge, and ſuch who ne- 
glected it could not be properly concerned for their ſpiritual 
and eternal goed ; and as to ſuch who deny them baptiſm or 
that ſprinkling is baptiſm, I looked on them as a very weak, 
ignorant, bigotted, and deluded people, deftitute of natural 
affections towards their little ones, and their way of dipping 
range, burdenſome, dangerous and indecent, and wondered 
that any of real ſenſe and religion ſhould follow them. Hav- 
ing therefore no ſcruple about the validity of infant ſprink- 
ling, I reſolved, agreeable to the advice of the beſt of parents, 
and the expeQations of the neareſt and deareſt of my relatives 
and friends, to dedicate my child in that way to the Lord; 
I waited only for the favour of yours and their company 
that the adminiſtration might be as public and ſolemn as 
poſſible. 
As I was adjuſting matters in my own mind, highly pleaſed 

with. the thoughts of the approaching ſeaſon, imagining I 
ſhould diſcharge my duty to God, diſcover the moſt affeo- 
tionate and religious regard for my dear babe, and fulfil your 
deſire, I met with a ſecret repulſe from that important and 
ſtriking queſtion, © Who hath required this at your hands?” 
My heart anſwering, * Thou, Lord,” was ſoon ſmitten to 
ſilence by that one word, Where? Immediately I con- 
ſidered within myſelf, That baptiſm is a poſitive inſtitution of 
God—muſt have a poſitive precept or example for it—that it 
is a New Teſtament one fo muſt be found there; and as the 
ſubjefts and modes of poſitive inſtitutions under the law,” were 
main eſſentials belonging to them, ſo no doubt are the - 
jects and modes of poſitive inſtitutions under the goſpel, and 
as plainly pointed out, in the New Teſtament. There I re- 
ſolved to ſearch for both, and found—that John the firſt 
adminiſtrator, required the ſubjects to © repent and believe 
* on him which ſhould come after him, that is, on Chriſt 
« Jeſus, who was come, though not manifeſted to Iſrael,” 
(Acts xix. 4. John i. 31.)—that a deſcent from Abraham 
after the fleſh, or the covenant of circumciſion, or even 
circumcilion 
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circumcifion itſelf, gave none any right to his baptiſm ; for 
he required fruits meet for repentance of ſuch who were 
Abraham's ſeed , intereſted in that covenant and circum- 
ciſed, (Matt. iii. 8, 9) If fo, thought I, how groundleſs 
muſt our pleas of right be from our deſcent, or any covenant- 
intereſt who are not Abraham's ſeed after the flcſh! I alfo 
found—that Jeſus the great head of the chriſtian church, 
made perſons his diſciples before he baptized them by the 
hands of his apoſtles—that when he hum'ly ſubmitted to this 
ſacred rite, as our pattern and example, he recommended it 
as a becoming duty to ſuch only as were capable of fulfilling 
righteouſneſs therein; and, when he renewed his commiſſion 
to his apoſtles, after his reſurrection, and ſettled baptiſm as a 
ſtanding ordinance in his church, even unto the end of the 
world, he plainly and poſitively ordered it for ſuch only, in 
all nations, that are firſt taught or diſcipled, ſo as to believe 
in him. 

Purſuing my ſearch, I found his apoſtles thus underſtood 
their Lord's commiſſion, and thus ated in the whole of their 
miniſtry ; firſt teaching the people, and baptizing only ſuch 
as believed ; nor could I learn that John, or the Lord Jeſus, 
or any of his apoſtles, gave us the leaſt hint that any infants 
ſhould be baptized ; or that it is the duty of any parent to 
dedicate them to the Lord in the ordinance of baptiſm. On 
which, my mind was ſtruck with theſe reflections, Then 
let me no longer vainly- imagine baptiſm to be a birth-privi- 
lege—that my dcar babe has a right to it becauſe I hope, 
through grace, it is the ſeed of godly parents, or that it is my 
duty, as a parent, to dedicate it to the Lord in the ordinance 
of baptiſm, ſeeing he requires no ſuch ſervice, I would be 
very thankful God has given me ſuch a lovely babe, would 
daily commit it to him, deſiring it may be his, and hope I 
ſhall diligently inſtru it in early and advancing life ; but let 
my dear child be firſt taught, and then, as a perſonal act of 
its own knowledge and choice, be baptized, agreeable to the 
divine precept and the examples of thouſands ; but let me not 
dare to do that to it which I have neither precept nor example 
for, leſt I offer ſtrange fire to the Lord,” 

R On 


1% 
On reading many of our favorite Pædobaptiſt writers, I ob- 
ſerved, in general, ſuch free conceſſions as alarmed me, 
particularly Dr. Collings, that learned and evangelic writer, 
who ſays*, The apoſtles practice expoundeth our Saviour's 
„ precept, who baptized none till they believed, and made a 
<« profeſſion of their true faith in Chrift.” 
Mr. Thomas Boſton t, The Scriptures plainly hold 
& forth, That the having of the Spirit and faith are neceſſa- 
c rily prerequiſite to Baptiſm The words of inſtitution make 
cc this evident, Matt. xxviii. 19, 20. Go ye therefore and 
« diſciple all nations, baptizing them,” & . They muſt firſt 
t be diſcipled, and then, and not till then, have they a right 
& to baptiſm— All the examples of baptiſm recorded in the 
« ſcripture, hold forth none to have been baptized but thoſe 
<« that, before baptiſm, appeared to have a ſaving intereſt in 
* Chriſt.” 
And Dr, Watts declares t, Faith and repentance were 
6 the great things required of thoſe who were admitted to 
s baptiſm : This was the practice of John, this the practice 
of the Apoſtles in the hiſtory of their miniſtry.” 
© Surely then, thought I, they muſt have ſome ground for 
their practice, from the nature and ends of the ordinance, 
but here I could find none: For as it is, the baptiſm of 
« repentance for the remiſſion of ſins,” I viewed it with 
Mr. Boſton 9, 5 Not in reſpect of repentance to come after, 
but going before; for John baptized none but thoſe that 
conſeſſed their ſins Matt. iii. 6. and he required of them 
<« a profeſſion of their faith in him that was to come, Acts 
© Xix. 4. It is called : the baptiſm of repentance for remiſſion 
& of fin,” Mark i. 4. Peter calls thoſe pricked at the heart, 
« to repent and be baptized for the remiſſion of ſin,” where 
it can be no otherwiſe underſtood but in teſtimony and 
e confirmation of remiſſion of fins.” Further, theſe ſcrip- 
ture-phraſes of © being baptized into Jeſus Chriſt, into his 
„ death, into one body, (the church of Chriſt) of putting on 


0 Chriſt, of being buried with him into death, of being riſen 
with 


On Canticles, p. 187. Þ Sermons and Diſcourſes, Vol. I. p. 125, 126, 135. 
"| Berry-Strect Le Rurcs, p. 177. Scrmons and Diſcourſes, Vol. I. p. 129. 
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<« with him through the faith of the operation of Gop, and 
« that it is the anſwer of a good conſcience towards God,” 
made me think the ſubjects of Baptiſm ſhould be profeſſing 
believers in Chriſt, who are capable of anſwering a good con- 
ſcience therein, and not 'infants. Convinced of my miſtake 
as to the ſubjects of baptiſm, it made me ſolicitous of ex- 
amining more ſtrictly after the mode or act itſelf; being ſen- 
ſible that all poſitive acts of divine worſhip ſhould be done as 
the Lord hath appointed, or they will not be accepted, but 
juſtly charged as will-worſhip. Not doubting but the Lord 
Jeſus had properly expreſſed this poſitive act of religious wor- 
ſhip, I conſidered, What baptiſm, or to baptize, ſignifies , 
and found the words Barlo and Bzmlig» properly expreſs the act 
of immerſion, dipping, or waſhing by overwhelming or plung- 
ing, and the actions of pouring and ſprinkling are expreſſed 
by different words which are never uſed to point out this ordi- 
nance. I obſerved our learned tranſlators have not rendred 
the Greek word into Engliſh, in any one place where it is uſed 
to expreſs this ſacred action, though they have, in ſeveral 
places, where it occurs without any reſpect to this poſitive 
rite, rendred it to dip and waſh, and in no one place to pour 
or ſprinkle, well knowing it would not bear any ſuch mean- 
ing. Beſides, what our bleſſed Lord when he was baptized, 
ſaid (ode) Thus, fo, likewiſe, or in like manner, it becometh 
us, &c. together with the many circumſtances recorded in the 
ſeveral adminiſtrations of it, its being a figure of the death, 
burial, and reſurrection of Chriſt, and a believer's fellowſhip 
therein ; confirms me that baptiſm cannot be a pouring or 
ſprinkling of water, but an immerſion, or dipping in water, 
Thus was baptiſm adminiſtred in the primitive ages of chriſti- 
anity, as the learned Voſſius freely owns,” who thus expreſſes 
himſelf, © It is not to be doubted, but that John the Baptiſt 
« and the apoſtles immerſed, for Matt. iii. 6. we read, and 
«© were baptized of him in Jordan; and alſo ver. 16. And 
© Jeſus when he was baptized went up ſtraightway out of the 
« water. Alſo John iii. 23. it is written, John was baptiz- 
« ing in Evon, near Salim, b:cauſe there was much water 
« there. Alſo Acts viii. 38, it is faid, They went down 
* both into the water, both Philip and the Eunuch, and that 
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ce the ancient church followed their examples, is moſt clearl 
« proved by innumerable teſtimonies of the fathers “.“ 


Struck with theſe plain evidences, I determined to read again 


your kind letter, and diligently conſider all the ſeveral argu- 
ments you recite, that have been urged in vindication of 
iofant-baptiſm, and the mode of ſprinkling, that I might con- 
ſcientiouſly dedicate my dear babe to the Lord, in the way 
you fo earneſtly deſire me: and as I know you will not deſire 
me to do it contrary to my own conſcience, I ſend you my 
free thoughts on the ſeveral arguments you recite, not as 
yours, but as urged by others, that I may ſtand clear of all 
undutiful reflections. | 

How is it, Sir, they ſend us to the Old-Teſtament, ſo far 
back as to Noah and Abraham, and the covenants made with 
them ſome thouſand years before baptiſm was inſtituted, to 
prove infants are the ſubjects of it? If the New-Teſtament 
does not inform us who are the proper ſubjects, I cannot ſee 
how the O!d-Teſtament ſhould : I am ſure thoſe covenants do 
not—For Noah's included his adult, as well as his infant- 
ſced, a wicked Ham, as well as Shem and Japhet, yea every 
living creature of all fleſh that is upon the earth ; yet, we are 
not to conclude their intereſt in this covenant gives them a 
right to baptiſm—And the covenant of circumciſion with 
Abraham inclu led his adult male feed, and all born in his 
« houſe or bought with money of any ſtranger which was not 
of his ſeed, though unbelievers, as well as his infant male 
« ſeed, all of them by tha: covenant muſt needs be cir- 
% cumciſed,” yet we are not to conclude all ſuch muſt needs be 
baptized, for John the baptiſt refuſed ſuch as were intereſted 
in that covenant, and had received the token of it: and the 
commiſſion for baptiſm points out different ſubjects, even 
ſuch of all nations that are taught ; nor was the covenant of 
circumciſion the covenant of grace, for it is aboliſhed and 
broken, but the other is unchangeable ; you own the covenant 


of circumciſion, the privileges of it were indeed more im- 


«© mediately appropriated to the ſeed of Abraham; and you 
know the ſpecial promiſe and bleſfing of Abraham, I will 
© be thy God, and the God of thy ſced,” belongs to the 

childrea 
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children of the promiſe, who are counted for the ſeed, and 
not the children of the fleſh ;—that it is they which be of faith 
are blefled with faithful Abraham—that a carnal deſcent from 
Abraham himſelf gave no right to the promiſe or bleſſing 
that it is not if we are the ſced of godly parents, but if we 
<« are Chriſt's then are we Abraham's ſeed, and heirs accord- 
ing to the promiſe,” and have a right to goſpel-ordinances ; 
nor do I find it can be proved, that an intereſt in the covenant 
of grace, without faith, and a profeſſion of it, gives any 
right, 

"Io ſtrengthen their argument they tell us, with great aſ- 
ſurance : It appears both from ſacred and uninſpired writers 
< that proſelytes from heatheniſm, upon ſubmitting to this 
„ rite, and being baptized, were admitted to a part with 
« them, if they brought the ſacrifices appointed. The cuſ- 
© tom of baptizing theſe proſelytes continued in the church 
till the time of our S.viour.” I have diligently ſearched 
the ſacred writers, and can find no ſuch rite as baptizing 
proſelytes from heatheniſm : circumciſion only was appointed 
of God, and the ſame law was for the ſtranger as the home- 
born, (Exod. xii. 48, 49. Numb. xv. 15.) and had there 
been any ſuch rite practiſed before or at the time of our 


Saviour, as a tradition of the elders, the prieſts and Levites 


need not have aſkeJ John, Why baptizeſt thou? (John 
i. 25 ) nor would the chief prieſts and elders have been at a 
loſs to anſwer our Lord's queſtion, * The baptiſm of John 
« whence was it?” (Matt. xxi. 25.) Uninſpired writers 
who were well acquainted with J:wiſh learning, alſo deny 
there was any ſuch cuſtom before the time of aur Saviour, I 
cannot forbear mentioning two Pædobaptiſts, who would not 
have denied if they could have proved ſo weighty an argu- 
ment, as it is thought by many of leſs learning, for their 
practice Dr. Owen ſays , * The inſtitution of the rite of 
« Baptiſm is no where recorded in the Old-Teftament, no 
tc example extant; neither, during the Jewiſh church, was it 


ever uſed in the admiſſion of proſelytes; no mention of it 


* occurs in Philo, Joſephus, or Jelus the fon of Syrack, nor in 


the evangelic hiſtory.” 


Dr. 


® Thoolox. v. 44*. See Ae Exer. on Hebr. Vol. I. p. 22. 
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Dr. Jennings ſays*, © The ſcripture gives us no other ac- 
© count of the manner of their admiſſion into the Jewiſh 
& church, but by the rite of circumciſion, It remains to be 
ce proved, not only that chriſtian-baptiſm was inſtituted in the 
« room of proſelyte-baptiſm, but that the Jews had any ſuch 
« baptiſm in our Saviour's time.—lIt is more likely the Jews 
te took the hint of proſelyte-baptiſm from the chriſtians, after 
cc our Saviour's time, than that he borrowed his baptiſm from 
« theirs; which when ever it came into practice, was one of 


© thoſe additions to the law of God, which he ſeverely cen- 


« ſures.—T here wants more evidence of its being as ancient 
« as our Saviour's time, than I apprehend can be produced, 
« to ground any argument upon it, in relation to chrillian- 
« baptiſm.” 

Nor do I think any of the learned can produce the authority 
of any uninſpired writer more early than the Talmuds; which 
were not written until ſome centuries after Chriſt, and of too 
late date to prove any ſuch cuſtom in our Saviour's time, and 
too fabulous to gain credit; yet ſome zealous eſpouſers of 
infant-ſprinkling are fond of laying this Jewiſh fable as the 
ground and pattern of their practice, though they follow it 
not, either as to ſubjects or mode: For, when it obtained, 
the Jews only baptized proſelytes from heatheniſm, and the 
children born of them before their parents were baptized; but 
thoſe born afterwards they baptized not, but looked on them 
as baptized in their parents; that, according to them, the 
children born of baptized believers ſhould not be baptized ; 
and, as to the mode, they were ſo far from admiting ſprink- 
ling to be baptiſm, that if the entire body was not immerſed 
in a natural current or colleftion of waters, or but the tip 
of a finger undipt, the perſon was not accounted bap- 
tized. 

As there was no ſuch cuſtom in our Saviour's time, as 
baptizing proſelytes and their children that were born, either 
before or after the converſion of their parents, the apoſtles 
could not naturally conclude that their divine Maſter meant 
to include infants in his commiſſion, to diſciple all nations, 
« baptizing them in the name of the Father, Son, and Holy 


« Ghoſt.” 
„ Jewiſh Antiq. Vol. I. p. 136, and 138. 
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&« Ghoſt,” as ſuch commiſſion to diſciple, teach or inſtru 
them, previous to baptiſm, is an impoſſibility : nor did the 
apoſtles entertain any ſuch thought, for though they had ſeen 
him ſhew the utmoſt tenderneſs and affection to little chil- 
dren, ſo as to tak? them in his arms, put his hands on them 
and bleſs them, yet as he did not baptize theſe children, nor 
order them to do it, it would have been the higheſt affront to 
his divine authority, as their pattern and teacher, ſo much as 
to ſuppoſe him guilty of ſuch omiffion himſelf, or neglect in 
giving them a plain and poſitive command for ſuch a practice, 
and that particularly if, as Jewiſh children, by their birth and 
intereſt in the covenant of circumciſion, or as the children 
of proſelytes they had a right to it, or that baptiſm would have 
been any privilege to them. 

If baptiſm had come in the room of circumciſion, no doubt 
the apoſtle Paul, in his own defence, would have faid fo, 
when charged with teaching that they ought not to circumciſe 
their children, (Acts xxi. 21.) many reaſons, as well as the 
total ſilence of ſcripture, convince me that it did not. And if 
the apoſtles had been commanded to teach all nations, cir- 
cumciſing them, they would not have thought of circum- 
ciſing male infants, though they had uſually been admitted 
to that rite before, by expreſs command, under the old 
diſpenſation, any more than baptizing them, under 
the New ; as it would have been aQting contrary to their 
commiſſion, which requires the ſubject to be firſt taught. 
Nor does Paul, in Col. ii. 11, 12. repreſent baptiſm as the 
** circumciſion of CHRIST, or the chriſtian circumciſion; for 
«© that he ſpeaks of is made without hands, by which there 
< is a putting-off the body of the ſins of the fleſh : ” It is the 
circumciſion of © the heart in the ſpirit.” (Rom. ii. 28, 29.) 

The covenant of God made with Abraham, you know, Sir, 


was not the ſame with believers in all ages, nor even in the 


age he lived; for, you own, © The privileges of this cove- 
„ nant were indeed more immediately appropriated to the 
„ ſeed of Abraham; therefore not ſo extenſive now to the 
ſeed of believers, as to his ſeed, Indeed, Peter expreſcly aſ- 
ſured the chriſtian converts in his day, that the promiſe was 
to them and their children, And Paul tells us, that he and 

the 
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the believing Galatians alſo were the children of promiſe, 
(Gal. iv. 28.) but I cannot conclude they were mere infants: 
Peter evidently had reference to the propheſy in Joel, recited 
above, in ver. 17, &c. where God promiſed the effuſion of 
his Spirit on their ſons and their daughters; ſo that it is plain 
he means by (laser) children, adult poſterity, or offspring, 
and not ſuch as are in an infantile ſtate, but only to as many 
of them as the Lord our God ſhall call. It would be weak 
indeed to think that when children are mentioned in the ſacred 
oracles we muſt always und erſtand babes or infants; and 
I find learned Pædobaptiſts own here is no proof for their 
practice. 

Their interpretation of 1 Cor. vii. 14. That upon the 
© converſion of parents their children were holy, ſo far as to 
© have a right to this ordinance,” I cannot think natural; 
for the apoſtle is not treating about baptiſm or a right to it, but 
as fome believers at Corinth, who were married to unbeliev- 
ers before they believed, queſtioned whether it was their duty 
to abide and live with their unbelieving huſband or wives, he 
enjoins them not to depart but dwell with them, as they were 
ſanctified, or ſet apart to each other in the holy ſtate of matri- 
mony ; and that if ſuch marriages were made void, it would 
follow that their children would be unclean or illegitimate ; 
but, as ſuch marriages were valid and good, fo their children, 
In a civil or legal ſenſe, were holy or legitimate, the offspring 
of an undefiled bed. Dr. Doddridge ſays *, „The unbe- 
* lieving huſband is ſo ſanQificd to the wife, and the unbe- 
te lieving wife is ſo ſanctified to the huſband, that their 
* matrimonial conve:fe is as lawful as if they were both of 
« the ſame faith, othcrwiſe their children in theſe mixed caſes 
% were unclean,” And the beft of interpreters give the ſame 
ſenſe of it. Beſides, the apoſtle by children did not mean only 
their infants, born ſince one of the parents believed, but ſuch 
alſo as were born whilft both were unbelievers; of whom ſome 
might be adult, vet equally partakers of the ſame holineſs; 
alſu the unbeliering huſband and wife ſhared of the ſame ſanc- 
tn or holineſs as their children. So that, according to 
the forced and unnatural interpretation many Pædobaptiſts 

put 
Fam. © x30. 1 Cor. vii. Ms 
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put on theſe words, adult infidels have a right to baptiſm. In 
ſhort, I cannot find any ſuch doctrine in the New-Teſtament, 
as a parent's faith giving a child a right to this ordinance. 

Nor can I believe Paul's reaſoning is to the ſame purpoſe in 

Rom. xi. 16. or that, by the holy root he meant godly pa- 

rents, and the branches their infant ſeed ; for he was againſt 

having any confidence in the fleſh, and knew that, by nature, 

the ſeed of the godly are no better than others; no, in no 

wiſe : the children of the fleſh are not the children of God, 

and the many unholy branches, ſpringing from ſuch roots, 

may convince all what a forced and unnatural interpretation, 

they give of theſe words ; for the Apoſtle is ſpeaking either of 

the reception, or future converſion of the Jews, of whom 

> thoſe holy converts then amongſt them, were as the firſt-fruits 

and root of the goſpel-church : or the holy patriarch Abra- 

ham, as the father of the faithful and root of Iſrael, and as the 

firſt-fruits and root were made holy, by the grace of God, ſa 

the happy time is coming when Iſrael, in the lump, and in all 

: its branches, will be holy by the ſame grace, when © all Iſrael 

. 4 ſhall be ſaved.” Dr. Doddridge thus expounds it , “80 

« would I look upon the converſion of ſome few of the 

« Jewiſh nation, as an earneſt of the converſion of all the 

c reſt; and, ſo much the rather, when I confider how emi- 

« nently dear thoſe pious patriarchs were, from whom they 

„ have deſcended : For if the root be holy, the branches 

are likewiſe ſo, and will ſurely at length be regarded as 
& ſuch.” 

The apoſtles baptizing three or four whole houſes or 
houſholds, among the many thouſands baptized in the apoſ- 
tolic age, can be no proof of infant-baptiſm, unleſs ſcripture 
had declared there were infants in thoſe houſho!ds, and that 
they were baptized. As to Lydia, if ſhe had an huſband, can 
we reaſonably ſuppoſe ſhe would have been ſpoken of as the 
head of her houſhold, and the trades-woman, and no notice 
took of him? It is probable her houſhold conſiſted of ſer- 
vants ; and to ſatisfy us there were no infants among them, 
they are called brethren, and were comforted by Paul and 
Silas before they departed. The Jailor's houſe conſiſted of 


C ſuch, 
® Fam, Exp. on the Text, 
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ſuch, to whom Paul and Silas ſpoke the word of the Lord 
before they were baptized, and who afterwards rejoiced, 


| believing in God. As to Criſpus, we are expreſly told, <* that 


© he believed on the Lord, with all his houſe:” And as to 
the houſhold of Stephanus, they were the firſt-fruits of 
Achaia, who addicted themſelves to the miniſtry of the 
ſaints. "Theſe whole houſes or houſholds are ſhining evidences 
of the rich aboundings of divine grace to whole families, and 
may encourage our hopes of the ſame to ours ; but they afford 
no proof for infant-baptiſm. Admitting the New- Teſtament 
contains the hiſtory of about three-ſcore years after the time 
of our Saviour, if the apoſtles acted upon any other maxim 
than their Lord's commiſfion, and thought it a duty highly 
reaſonable and becoming for parents to dedicate their children 
to the Lord, in the ordinance of baptiſm, no doubt ſome of 


the apoſtles, at leaſt one of them, would have informed us 


upon what maxim they acted, and by argument enforce and 
recommend ſuch duty ; but as there is no mention made, in 
all the New-Teſtament, of any ſuch thing, thoſe words, 
when ever I think about it, ſtil] follow me, Who hath re- 
„ quired theſe things at your hands? and my conſcience 
will not let me do it, till I can be ſatisfied the Lord requires 
it; and I hope my honoured father will not think me defi- 
cient in the faithful diſcharge of every duty towards my child 
that becomes a chriſtian parent. 

I believe the uſe of water in this ordinance, compared with 
ſeveral repreſentations of its nature and deſign in the word of 
God, naturally leads us to conſider it as an emblem and 
memento of that internal and ſpiritual purity, which is eſſen- 
tial to the chriſtian character; and as this internal and 
ſpiritual purity is not partial, but total, extending to the 
whole ſpirit, foul and body, ſurely an immerſion of the 
whole man in water, muſt be a more lively and ſtriking em- 
blem and memento thereof, than a partial application of a 
few drops only on the face, It is a moſt affecting emblem and 
memento of the ſufferings of Chriſt, which are callcd a bap- 
tiſm, not becauſe he had a few drops of divine wrath poured 
upon him, or was ſprinkled with afflictions; but, as Dr. 
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Doddridge expreſſes its ſignificant alluſion +, © Bathed as it 
« were in blood, and plunged in the moſt overwhelming 
c diftreſs—plunzed into that ſea of ſufferings—and, as it were, 
cc overwhelmed for a time.” An immerſion of the whole 
body, in much water, is a moſt agreeable emblem and 
memento of the fountain of Chriſt's blood, that is opened to 
waſh in for ſin and uncleanneſs, illuſtrating the riches, free- 
neſs, ſufficiency and cleanſing efficacy thereof to the whole 
perſon of a believer, In ſprinkling a ſmall part with a few 
drops, we loſe even the idea of a waſhing, and common ſenſe 
wilt not admit us to think ſuch a practice a waſhing or bap- 
tim. And when I conſider it as an emblem and memento of 
the death, burial, and reſurrection of the Lord Jeſus, and of 
a believer's fellowſhip with him therein; by an immerſion of 
the whole body, the alluſions are ſo ſtrong and ſignificative, 
that I wonder any ſhould alter the practice. The Aſſembly 
of Divines ſay 8, The apoſtle ſeemeth to allude to the 
ancient manner of baptiſm, which was to dip the parties 
© baptized; and, as it were, to bury them under the water, 
« for a while, and then draw them out of it, and lift them 
« up, to repreſent the burial of our old man, and our reſur- 
< reftion to newnels of life.” And we alſo when we are hap- 
tized, are buried, as it were, in the water, for a time; but 
afterwards raiſed up to newneſs of life. Dr. Doddridge alſo 
ſays l, It ſeems the part of candor to confeſs, that here is 
< an alluſion to the manner of baptizing by immerſion, as 
© moſt uſual in theſe early times.” 

Your Philetus would lay no more ftreſs on baptiſm, or any 
ordinance or act of worſhip, than he apprehends the great 
Head of the chriſtian church intended his diſciples ſhould ; 
yet, he cannot approve of and countenance ſuch acts of 
worſhip he never appointed : he would not be ſuch a trifler in 
religion, or ſo indifferent about it, as to prefer acts of human 
device to ſuch as are divine; and as the manner of applying 
water to the ſubject is no appointment of Chriſt, nor ever 
uſed by the apoſtles, he cannot efteem it baptiſm, which is 2 
ſacred dipping or waſhing in water, Mr, Flavel ſays f, 

C2 «© Worſhip 


+ Fam. Exp. on Luke xii. 50. and Matt. xx. 22, & Annot, on Rom. vi. 4, 5. 
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| * Worſhip may be idolatrous—in reſpect of the manner, when 
c we worſhip the true God, but in a way or manner which 
c he hath not preſcribed in his word, but is invented and de- 
ce viſed by ourſelves, — the inſtituting of any, though the 
* ſmalleſt part of worſhip, in and by our own authority, 
cc without ſcripture-warrant, makes it idolatrous.” Joſ. Mede, 
B. D. ſays t, There was no ſuch thing as ſprinkling, 
<& or paihouc;, uſed in baptiſm in the apoſtles times, nor many 
<« apes after them.” 

I am perſuaded, Sir, you are entirely ſatisfied, from your 

acquaintance with inſpired and uninſpired writers, that the 

a immerſion of the whole body was uſed in the Eaſt, in Judea, | 
in the firſt ages of chriſtianity, and *your conſcientious regard 


to truth will not admit you to deny it, though ſuch who have 
read little may boldly contradict it. It certainly then was re- 
ceived as an inftitution of Chriſt by the apoſtles, and recom- 
mended to be kept as delivered and uſed in that country in ſo 
early times. Had the compaſſionate Redeemer, who always 0 
diſcovered and recommended the tendereſt regard# to the lives 
and healths of all men, in the leaſt thought an immerſion of 
the body, in theſe northern climates, would have been, in 
many circumſtances, burdenſom and hazardous, both to ſub- 
jets and miniſters, he might have appointed your ſuppoſed 
eaſier and more ſafe ceremony, and not have ſuffered this to | 
have continued in general practice, in theſe parts, till about 
two hundred years ago, and in Ruſſia, and other parts, to 
this day. Cold bathing is fo far from being hazardous to the 1 
lives and health of men, that it is frequently recommended for 
both infants and adult; cven in caſes of indiſpoſition and 
weakneſs, and to be uſed often too. Why ſhould any then 
eſteem it burdenſom or hazardous to have their bodies immerſed 
only once in their whale lives, as an inſtitution of Jeſus 
Chriſt, when he does not require any to adminiſter or ſubmit 
to it under hazardous circumſtances, as to life or health ? 
if it was both burthenſom and hazardous ſhould we not be 
willing to lay ourſelves under obligations to ſome peculiar 
ſelf-denial or ſuffering, and not, by thinking the Redeemer's 
yoke uneaſy and his burden intolerable, forſake or change his 
poſitive 


1 Diatribe, p. 63. 
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poſitive inſtitutions for a childiſh invention; becauſe, accord- 
ing to the ſenſe and uſage of ſome Pædobaptiſts only, the 
immerſion of the body is deemed an indecency. Our no- 
bility and gentry 8 Bath and other places for that 
purpoſe; and, when ſuitably clothed for it, they are not 
charged with indecency. And muſt an humble follower of 
Chriſt, in ſubmitting only once in his life, to an immerſion 
of his body in water, in ſuitable apparel, in compliance with 
the poſitive command of his Lord, be charged with an inde- | 
| cency? This ſevere reflection rather falls on Jeſus himſelf, | 

(who, we well know, always preſerved the ſtricteſt decorum) 
for inſtituting ſuch a rite—ſubmitting to it himſelf as a pat- 


tern to his followers, and enforcing it in every country, as . 
becoming or decent, for he ſaid, (Matt. iii. 15.) “Thus | 
- | A (vi) it becometh, is decent or comely for us, to fulfil 


1 5 all righteouſneſs.” This I know, that the decency of a 
human ceremony does not make it divine; nor is it decent for | 
| any miniſter of Chriſt to introduce new acts of worſhip, in 
| conformity to the ſenſe and uſage of the country and times in 
which he lives; and it would be very indecent and ungrateful 
| in me to eſteem any of my Lord's commands indecent or 
grievous. The ſenſe and uſage of the country and times had 
no influence on Abraham, when God commanded circum- 
cifion ; he neither charged it with indecency, nor diſpenſed 
N with the ceremony; but in the very ſame made or manner 
God inſtituted it, and in the ſelf-ſame day he obeyed. Mr. 
| Ainſworth ſays t, Herein he ſhewed a rare example of obe- 
* dience to God's word, not regarding the affliction, danger, 
& ſhame, ſcandal and fooliſhneſs, which this action, in the 
$ eyes of the world, ſeemed to bring with it.” 
In matters of religious worſhip Jeſus never made candid 
conceſſions to the cuſtoms or traditions of the people among 
whom he lived, but highly cenſured them, as making the 
commandments of God of none effect, and that their wor- 
ſhip was vain through them, (Matt. xv. 6, 9.) And as to 
reaſons urged for diſpenſing with the immerſion of the body, 
they are a fulf acknowledgment that baptiſm was an immer- 
fon. And, unleſs it can be proved that the Lord Jeſus inveſted 


Pædobaptiſt- 


+ Annot, on Gen. xvũ. 23, 
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Pzxdobaptiſt- miniſters with power to, diſpenſe with poſitive 
inſtitutions, in oppoſition to his expreſs command, and the 


practice of the apoſtles, all ſuch pleas for diſpenſing confirm 


my faith in baptiſm by immerſion ; for I would not ſuppoſe 
proteſtant-miniſters to be ſuch dupes to antichriſt, as to re- 
ccive a diſpenſing power from the pope. 

The many things thus urged to prove the divine authority 
of infant-baptiſm, and the mode of ſprinkling, appearing to 
me utterly inconcluſive, I reſolved to ſearch antiquity as to 
human authority, and found genuine antiquity countenance 
no ſuch practice, until about two hundred and fifty years 
after Chriſt, when Cyprian * of Carthage pleaded for infant- 
baptiſm, and was for allowing pouring or ſprinkling of water 
to be baptiſm, not in ordinary caſes, but only to ſuch as were 
bedridden, or in ſuch a weak, languiſhing, and dying ſtate, 
as they could not be dipped in water; he does not pretend to 
plead for it as an apoſtolic practice, but only modeſtly declares 
it as his own ſentiments, which he would not prepoſſeſs the 
minds of others with, but Jeave every one to think and judge 
as he pleaſed: Such it ſeems were called Clinicks, and in 
gcneral were not looked upon as rightly baptized : It was an 
objection againtt their entring into the miniftry even in 
Fuſebius's time, and ſo great was the ſuperſtition of thoſe 
times, that ſeveral innovations about baptiſm, had crept into 
the church, which may plcad as carly antiquity as infant- 
baptiſm, or pouring or ſprinkling of water in the room of 
in merſion: ſuch as the trine immerſion ; giving of the baptized 
milk and honey; ancinting them with oil ; ſigning them 
with the croſs; urging the neceſſity of it to ſalvation: Infant- 
communion was alſo pleaded for, of which this ſame father 
gives us a long and ſtrange account + of his being preſent and 
a wind to a Tamale infant, brought by her mother to them, 
as they were celehrating the Lord” ſupper, and placed among 
them; that the — offered her in her turn the cup, but 
the turned her face away, ſhut her mouth hard and faſt and 
retuſcd it; upon which the deacon perſiſted to give it her; 
1:4 rcaſting, he poured ſome of the ſacramental- vine into her 

by 
* Opera Epiſ ad Magnum, p. 153. 
+ Opera de lpſis, p. 175. Edit, Paris, 1666; 
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by force, and immediately ſne ſobbed and vomitted it up. 
Vet, as all theſe innovations are deſtitute of divine authority, 
their early antiquity have no weight with me. 
As to the remark concerning the eunuch, that, © There 
c js no more reaſon for ſuppoſing that the eunuch went with 
« Philip into the water, than that our Saviour went into the 
« mountain, for the word is (ag) the ſame in both places.“ 
All know, that have common ſenſe, that by going into a 
mountain implies walking on the ſurface or top of it, and not 
a perſon's burying himſelf under it ; as our Saviour went not 
only unto, but went up, or aſcended into it.” And that 
going into the water does not mean going only unto, or on 
the ſurface of that element, but that, ſo far as he goes into 
it, he will be ſurrounded or covered with it; and when this 
word is rendered unto or to any perſon, it certainly means 
within their ſight, or into their preſence : the nature of the 
action to which the word (eg) is applied, plainly diſcovers its 
meaning; and I can hardly help charging the learned Pædo- 
baptiſts, in their criticiſm on Acts viii. 38. with having wit- 
tingly and willingly overlooked, in ver. 36. the prepoſi- 
tion ( © unto a certain water; for which reaſon, in 
ver. 38. the word («;) cannot, with any propriety, be rendred 
unto, but into: ſo in ver. 39. they are ſaid to come up out 
* of the water,” as they went down both into it,” This 
fenſe is ſo plain that Dr, Doddridge ſays t, Conſidering 
* how frequent bathing was uſed in theſe hot countries, it is 
<< not to be wondered that baptiſm was generally adminiſtred 
by immerſion. It would be very unnatural to ſuppoſe that 
< they went down to the water merely that Philip might take 
« up a little water in his hand to pour on the eunuch. A 
„ perſon of his dignity had, no doubt, many veſſels in his 
© baggage, on ſuch a journey, through ſo deſart a country; 
a precaution abſolutely neceſſary for travellers in thoſe parts, 
and never omitted by them,” 

To fay, (John xiii, 5.) Our Lord poured water unto a 
baſon, inſtead of («;) into, how improper! And to render 
Mark ix. 22. unto the fire, and unto the waters, inſtead of 
into, would not convey any proper idea of the devil's mali- 

cious 
+ Family Exp. on Acts viii. 38. 
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cious and deſtructive defign againſt the polleſſed. Nor can 
we imagine (Matt. viii. 32.) the ſwine ran only unto, 


but (uc) into the ſea, or that they periſhed with, but ( in the 
water; though (v) is tranflated with the Holy Ghoſt and 
with fire, who would ever think of rendring it with, 
(Matt. iii. 6.) inſtead of in Jordan. It would be eaſy to 
produce abundance of inſtances, both out of the New-Teſta- 
ment and Greek tranſlation of the Old, to ſhew how im- 
proper and abſurd it would be to render theſe Greek particles 
unto and with, inſtead of into and in; but as you fo well 
know their native literal meaning, I only add what is ſaid 
by the excellent Mr. Hervey *, Every body knows that the 
<< prepolition *, rendred with, is not the native obvious lite- 
« ral meaning; rather a meaning ſwayed, influenced, mould- 
© ed by the preceeding or following words. — Though he 
« will not allow the Greek prepoſition « to ſignify in, I can 
prove it to have been in peaceable poſſeſſion of this ſignifi- 
<« cation for more than two thouſand years.” And, Sir, if 
miniſters of the goſpel will take the liberty, in ſo trifling and 
abſurd a manner, to criticiſe on Greek particles, in order to 
corrupt a poſitive inſtitution of Chriſt, we need not wonder 


the enemies of Chriſt play the critic on the moſt ſignificant 


words, to corrupt his goſpel. 

If we ſuppoſe the three thouſand were baptized i in a day by 
the twelve apoſtles, it would have been but two-hundred and 
fifty for each; which, I think, could have been done eaſily 
by them; but it is moſt probable the ſeventy diſciples aſſiſted, 
which (reckoning Matthias as an apoſtle, choſen from amongſt 
them, in the room of Judas) would make eighty-one ad- 
miniſtrators ; and then there were not thirty-ſix for each to 
baptize; and why ſhould an immerſion take up much more 
time than a ſprinkling? Nor can I ſuppoſe the Jews were ſo 


_ unuſed to bathing, or thought change of raiment neceſſary 


to prevent danger, as their dreſs was light and climate hot; 
for Dr. Shaw obſerves+, * In our journies betwixt Kairo and 
* mount Sinai, the heavens were every night our covering; 
e the ſand, with a carpet ſpread over it, was our bed; and 
a change 


» Letters to John Weſley, p. 26, and 232. 
+ Shaw's Travels, Preface, p. 11. ad Edit, 
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« a change of raiment, made up into a bundle, was our 
<« pillow. And in this ſituation we were every night wet to 
<« the ſkin, by the copious dew that dropt upon us; though 
tc without the leaſt danger, (ſuch is the excellency of this 
cc climate) of catching cold. The continued heat of the 
day afterwards made us often wiſh that theſe refrigerations 
could have been hourly repeated.” And, if change of rai- 
ment had been neceſſary, they were not ſo beggarly a people 
as to want, or ſo unfriendly as to withhold them, if any 
needed them to be bathed or baptized.; eſpecially ſuch as be- 
lieved could not be ſo unfriendly, as we are certainly informed, 
<< they ſold their poſſeſſions and goods, and parted them to all 
e men, as every man had need:” And it is highly incredible 
indeed that they ſhould immerſe them naked. Such an in- 
decency would juſtly have brought the religion of Jeſus into 
the utmoſt contempt, and ſtrange it is, that ſuch a thought 
ſhould enter the minds of modeſt gentlemen. It is certain that 
the jailor and his family were not baptized in his houſe, for 
when his conſcience was awakened, it is ſaid, he brought 
„Paul and Silas out:“ and when he and all his family were 
baptized, it is then ſaid, he brought them into his houſe ; ” 
ſo they were baptized out of his houſe. If it had not been fo 
expreſs, it is not to be thought the confines of a common 
priſon, in that hot country, bad no place convenient for 
dipping. | 
I think, Sir, the frequent alluſions in the ſacred ſcriptures 
to the cuſtom of ſprinkling or pouring of water, refer to the 
rites of the ceremonial law, and not to baptiſm. "Thoſe in 
the Old-Teſtament could not, as baptiſm was not then in- 
ſtituted, and that in Hebrews x. 22. alludes to the ſprinkling 
of the blood of the ſacrifices, which was typical of Chriſt's, 
as applied to the conſcience ; and thoſe Jewiſh waſhings which 
the writer to the Hebrews calls Baptiſms, if we may credit 
Dr. Doddrige®, © conſiſted in different baptiſms or waſhings, 
<« either of the whole body, or a part of it, in water, as dif- 
<< ferent occaſions demanded.” And might alſo include their 
ſacrifices, garments, veſſels, &c. which were waſhed by dip- 
ping into water, and ſo called baptiſms : but the ceremonies 
D | of 
Fam. Exp, on Heb, ix. 10. | 
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of the law are no rule for goſpel- inſtitutions; and the promif- 
ed Spirit, in his divine influences, prophetically ſpoken of 
in the Old-Teftament, and referred to in the New, bear an 
alluſion to the pourings and ſprinklings of that law which is 
now aboliſhed, and can be no reaſon for changing baptiſm 
into a pouring or ſprinkling, which chiefly reſpects Chrift in 
his ſufferings, death, burial and reſurrection, of which it is 
a moſt affecting and ſignificant emblem. The ſeventy-two 


Greek tranſlators of the Old- Teſtament render that paſſage 
in which the deſcent of the dew upon Nebuchadnezzar is 


ſpoken of, his body was baptized with the dew of heaven,” 
more elegant and emphatical than our verſion, © he was wet,” 
as it figuratively expreſſes his very wet condition, by lying 
out all night in an exceſſive heavy dew, ſo that his body 
was covered with it, and as wet as if he had been dipped in 
or waſhed with it, for the dews in the Eaſt are exceeding 
great. Maundrel ſays +, Within view of Nazareth, and 
the two mounts Tabor and Hermon, we were ſufficiently 
<« inſtructed by experience what the holy Pſalmiſt means by 
ce the dew of Hermon, our tents being as wet with it as if it 
„ had rained all night.” And Dr. Shaw r fays of Arabia 
Petrea, ** The. dews (as we had the heavens only for our 
ec covering) would frequently wet us to the ſkin.” The 


ſame author alſo ſpeaking of the weather in the kingdoms of 
Algiers and Tunis ſays*, © Little or no rain falls in this 
« climate, during the ſummer- ſeaſon; and, in moſt parts of 


<« Sahara, particularly in the Jereede, they have ſeldom any 
c rain at all.” Babylon is alſo deſcribed, by Strabo, (L. 15. 


p. 506.) © to have been in the like condition with Tozer and 


<« the villages of the Jereede.“ So muſt have been ſupplied 
with copious dews, or the vegetable tribes muſt have inevi- 
tably periſhed. And as the original word ſignifies dipping ; 
it appears, that both Daniel and the Greek tranſlators did not 
deſign to expreſs his being a little wet, by the ſprinkling of a 
few drops of dew on ſome part of his body, but that his 
whole body ſhould be as if it was immerſed or dipped in it; 
and ſo they render that paſſage concerning Naaman the leper, 
2 Kings v. 14. and baptized himſelf.” It is in our ver- 


ſion, 
Travels, p. 57. I Travcls, 2d Edit. p. 440. p. 136, 
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50 « and dipped himſelf.” They alſo render Job ix. 

e Shalt thou baptize me.” It is in our verſion, © Shalt Ft 
e plunge me.” And Euſebes well knows they never uſe this 
word in the Old-Teftament to expreſs pouring or ſprinkling, 
which manifeſtly proves they are different actions and fo ex- 
preſſed by different words; and how ſtrange is it that learned 
men ſhould plead for ſuch an abuſe and confuſion of words 
and actions, 

Agitated by a ſtrong fancy for ſprinkling, our learned eſ- 
pouſers of it would have us think the Iſraelites were baptized 
in the cloud, by diſtilling drops of rain, and in the ſea, by the 
waves agitated by the winds, ſprinkling them in their paſſage ; 
but it js plain baptiſm is only ſpoken of by the apoſtle as allu- 
ſive or figurative, and not as if they were wetted with water, 
either by dipping, pouring, or ſprinkling, as Witſius ob- 
ſerves f, They were not dipt in the water of the ſea, nor 
« wetted by the cloud, but we are to know, Firſt, That the 
<« apoſtle uſes the term baptiſm here in a figurative ſenſe.” All 
the ſcripture-ideas confirm this ; for the cloud gave light to 
Iſrael, inſtead of diſtilling drops of rain on them, and they 
walked on dry in the midſt of the ſea; and the waters of the 
ſea were ſo far from being agitated by the winds and ſprinkling 
them, that © they were a wall unto them on their right hand, 
and on their left: the floods ſtood upright as on a heap, 
and the depths were congealed in the heart of the ſea.” So 
that they are ſaid to have been baptized only in alluſion to 
their ſituation, as being under and in the cloud, and in the 
ſea; for how was it poſſible the waves could be fo agitated by 
the winds as to ſprinkle thoſe who marched in the middle, 
without endangering the lives of thoſe on the outſides, as their 
paſſage muſt have been very wide for the expeditious march, 
in one night, of about ſix hundred thouſand on foot, that wee 
men, beſides children and a mixed multitude, with the rich 
ſpoils of Egypt, and flocks and herds, even very much cattle ? 
I think it an unreaſonable fancy that has no foundation in 
God's word. As to the common expreſſion of baptizing in 
Jordan, it more naturally leads me to think of going into and 
dipping the body in the river Jordan, agreeable to the true 

Sed ſenſe 
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ſenſe of the word; for who would think of going down 
into the water with a perſon ; or of chuſing a place where 
there is much water, for the ſake of applying a few drops to 
the body: | | 

Thus, honoured Sir, all the ſeveral arguments you have 
xecited in vindication of infant-ſprinkling, appear to me utter- 
ly inconcluſive; and the following conſiderations —That 
water is uſed in ſprinkling, and what ſignifies ſuch ado about 
the mode or quantity—lt is not eſſential to falvation—It can 
do my child no harm If it dies without it, it will be denied 
chriſtian-burial—Such as think it their duty ought to do it— 
Or my dear partner may do it without me, though ſtrongly 
urged by others, appear equally weak and abſurd ; for though 


water is uſed in ſprinkling, I cannot find any divine warrant 


for parents to dedicate or conſecrate their infants to the Lord 
by water in baptiſm, any more than by bread and wine in the 
ſupper; or by fire, as the heathens and idolatrous Jews did; 
and how dare I let it be done, in ſo ſolemn a manner, in 
the name of the eternal Three, as I muſt ſhortly give an 
account thereof to God? Neither can I find that Jeſus hath 
appointed ſuch a uſe of water as ſprinkling; but his poſitive 
command is to baptize or dip, and not rantize or ſprinkle; 
nor has he left us the liberty to uſe it as we think proper. 
We may as lawfully diſpenſe with or change the ſacred ac- 
tions uſed in the Lord's-ſupper, or wholly omit them, as diſ- 
penſe with the ſacred act of baptizing far a ſprinkling. Under 
the law every ceremony of divine appointment was to be done 
with exactneſs and preciſion as commanded, even in the caſe 
of circumciſion, notwithſtanding the danger, pain and ſhame, 
they had not the liberty to difpenſe with the mode, and ſub- 
ſtitute ſome other cutting round about inſtead thereof. 
Again, Though I do not believe baptiſm eſſential to ſalvation, 
your Philetus would not either ſhew a neglect or an indiffe- 
1ency about it, ſo as to have it done in a way God has not 
inſtituted ;. for though he does not expect to be ſaved by any 
duty, he would be as diligent and conſcientious in doing them 
according to the will of God, as if he was to be ſaved by 
them. Really, Sir, if I believed, as expreſſed by the Aſſem- 
diy of divines in their Confeffion, and larger and leſſer Cate- 
chiſms: 
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chiſms, © Baptiſm to be a ſign and ſeal of the covenant of 


grace, of our regeneration and ingrafting into Chriſt, and 


<< that even to infants—that by the right uſe of this ordinance 
the grace promiſed is not only offered, but really exhibited 


and conferred by the Holy Ghoſt to ſuch (whether of age 


<« or infants) as that grace belongeth unto.” Or, as expreſl- 
ed by the Church of England, "That therein we are made 
c members of Chriſt, children of God, and inheritors of 
<< the kingdom of heaven ;” I ſhould be as affiduous of having 
my child dedicated to God by baptiſm, as I have ſeen many, 
who have been at their wit's end leſt their infants ſhould go 
out of the world without it. But how it can be a ſign and 
ſeal to ſubjects, without their knowledge and faith of the thing 
ſignified, I cannot underſtand; or the conſiſtency of ſealing, 
ingrafting into Chriſt, before faith, and yet denying all union 
before it. And, though baptiſm is not eſſential to ſalvation ; 
yet the immerſion of the body muſt be eſſential to the due ad- 
miniſtration of it. Further, I conſidered I ſhould do my 
conſcience harm to dedicate my child to the Lord, by ſprink- 
ling it in the name of the Father, Son, and Holy Ghoſt, as 
I could not do it in faith, but only as a human ceremony ; 
and, you know, that to dedicate or conſecrate children to the 
Lord, in ways he has not appointed, would be an affront to 
him, and juſtly charged as will-worſhip and ſuperſtition. I 
alſo fear it will do my child harm, if it ſhould live to years of 
underſtanding and knowledge, as it has done me harm; for 1 
was ſoon taught, that as I was the child of godly parents and 
dedicated to the Lord in baptiſm, I was, by blood and birth, a 
child of the covenant, the ſeed of the promiſe, and had re- 
ceived the great privilege, the ſeal of it, in my moſt early 
days; which had ſuch a bad effect on me, that I looked upon 
myſelf as better than others—as baptized, though I am not, 
and greatly deſpiſed that ordinance as inſtituted of God; and, 
I know, it has the ſame effect on others of mine acquaintance. 
But I have reaſon to bleſs God he has convinced me, That it 
is not of blood, nor of the will of the fleſh, nor of the will of 
man, but of himſelf that any are his children, intereſted in 
his covenant and promiſes and partakers of his grace: That 
by nature I am a child of wrath even as others, and no better 

in 
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in no wiſe; and that it is in vain for any to think, becauſe t 
are the ſeed of believing parents, they are the children of the 
covenant or promiſe made to Abraham; for none have any 
ground to look on themſelves ſo but thoſe who are born of 
God and are Chriſt's, by having Abraham's faith. Again, 
If my child ſhould die without it, and be denied what is called 
chriſtian burial, ſuch denial will give me no pain : I have no 
veneration for burying- grounds, becauſe they have paſſed un- 
der ſuperſtitious forms of conſecration z nor for what is called 
chriſtian burial, as the form and order of it is no appoint- 
ment of Chriſt's, nor of any ſervice to the dead. And how 
true miniſters of Chriſt can conform to it, F know not, as 
they own the ungodly of the vileſt characters, to be . their 
« dear brethren and ſiſters,” and fay, © that almighty God, 
of his great mercy hath taken their ſouls to himſelf, and . 
* commit their bodies to the ground, in ſure and certain hope 
<* of the reſurrection to eternal life,” though they verily be- 
lieve they died in their fins, out of Chriſt, and have no hope 
of their ſalvation ; ſince by ſuch conformity they muſt act 
contrary to their own conſciences the name of God is dread- 
fully profaned—and the ignorant and ungodly deluded with a 
vain notion of a chriſtian burial. Further, I cannot con- 
clude our thinking any thing to be our duty, makes it fo ; for 
our thoughts ſhould not be the rule of our duty, but God's 
word: papiſts have no doubt thought it their duty, when they 
ſprinkle children, to obſerve many ſuperſtitious ceremonies 
with oil, ſalt and ſpittle, to ſign with the croſs; and does 
their thinking ſo make it- their duty? Many proteſtants think 
it their duty to ſign the child with the crofs, and ought they 
to doit? I think it our duty to act according to the rule of 
God's word, and to fotſake all our thoughts and ways that 
are not agreeable thereunto. As to my dear partner in life, 
I would do all I can, in conſcience, for her peace and com- 
fort; nor hinder her from diſcharging her conſcience in every 
religious concern; but I cannot encourage her to do what I 
cannot in conſcience do, and keep the reaſons why I cannot 
to myſelf. Infant-ſprinkling was her education-principle, as 
well as mine: ſhe verily believed it was the duty of parents to 
acdicate their infants to the Lord in that way, becauſe her 
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godly parents, and ſo many great, learned, and good minĩſ- 
ters of Chriſt pleaded for and practiſed it. Like me, and 
many others, ſhe received it upon truſt, without 
the ſcriptures; but now ſhe is as much diſſatisfied as I am, as 
ſhe can find no warrant for any ſuch practice in God's word; 
and, though I am perſuaded ſhe will diſcharge, as much as 


poſſible, all the duties of a tender and religious mother to- 
wards our dear little one; yet ſhe cannot, in conſcience, do 
that in the awful name of God, which he has not required to | 
be done. | 
In ſhort, honoured Sir, unleſs you can ſend me ſome other 
arguments that have been urged, or form ſome new ones that 
are concluſive, I hope, neither education-principles, common 
cuſtom, ſelf-intereſt, popularity, nor a prevailing indifferen- 
cy about religion, will influence me to dedicate my child ta 
God in a way he has not appointed; or hinder me from fol- 
lowing Chriſt in. his moſt deſpiſed ways. I will appear on the 
fide of truth, though its eſpouſers are few; nay, if I had rea- 
ſon to complain with Elijah, I am left. alone ;” how forci- 
ble are right words! words of truth! A defender of the 
truth has no need to retreat into the filthy bogs of detraction, 
defamation, and ſcurrility, like my poor uncle Canpipus, 
who therein loſt himſelf, and greatly injured his own cauſe. 
If Sir, you have no more arguments to ſend me, let not my 
ſubmiſſion to this ſacred inſtitution, agreeable to the mind of 
Chrift, leſſen your affection for us, as it will be from our 
great concern fo approve ourſelves to God and our own con- 
ſciences, from a principle of love and ſubjection to him, as 
our ſupreme Lord and Lawgiver; for whatſoever he hath 
commanded, we would do, and be obedient in. Nor let my 
dear Father charge us with the hainous ;crimes of renouncing 
our baptiſm, and violating yery ſolemn baptiſmal vows; for, 
our being ſprinkled in our moſt early days, or dipped, ac- 
cording to the rubrick of the church of England, as it was 
no act of our knowledge or choice, we cannot eſteem baptiſm, 
and if any very ſolemn vous were then made, no guilt can 
lie upon us, as we did not make any. Therefore inſtead of 
renouncing baptiſm, we intend to ſubmit to it; and therein 
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lay eurſelues under che moft folemn obligations to be the. 
Lord's. ' How pleaſing would it be to fee our honoured. | 
Father, on that ſolemn, occaſion, join with us in a chearful 
ſubmiſſion to this deſpiſed rite. Once we defpiled it, as much 
as any; but now we view it as becoming and decent: Jeſus 
thought it ſv—ſaid it was—ſubmitted to 124 enjoined all 
that love him, Thus, in the ſame becoming manner to ful- 
fil it.“ Do not let us regard the indecent reflections caſt on 
it: for if it be vile in the eyes of men to worſhip him accord 
ing to his word, it is more awfully vile in the eyes of the 
Lord for man to diſpenſe with his acts of worſhip, and ſubſti- 
tute acts of their own invention. Love to Jeſus ſhould con- 


ſtrain us to keep his commandments ; and if we eſteem bap- 


tiſm as one of the leaſt, we would not brake it, much leſs, 
teach men to do ſo; for © then ſhall we not be aſhamed, 
« when we have a reſpect to all his. commandments.” It is 
but little we do, or can do for him, in life, who has dane ſo 
great things for us, as his real friends and fincere followers. 
May we be found in him at laſt With all dutiful reſpects, 
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